for IMMEDIATE RELEASE , ^ ^ , NGVm^ 

Office of tiie Whits House PrcRd Secretary 



THE WMTS HOUSE 
STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT 



As e consequence of the pubiic discLosurei,. two weeks, ago* that two . convcr- 
satibns of Uie Presidei^ were ,not zrecorded on the White House recording 
systenx* doubts have arisen about just what happened to these conyersations 
and why they were not recorded. The purpose of this statement Is to help 
dispel those doubts and to spell out certain eteps 1 will take to offer informa- 
tion to the Court that will help determine .l^s substance of all nine conversations 
subpoenaed by the Court. 

Firsts ther<» are no missing tapes. Thore are two conversations requested by 
the Courts which were not recorded. The first is a four-mloute conversation 
with the former Attorney General, John Mitchell, on June 20, 197?. Hie 
second is a meeting of 55 minutes with John Dean, late in the evening of 
Sunday, April 15. 1973. 

There is no question in nny mind but that the open Court hearing, now being 
conducted, will demonstrate to the Court's satisfaction the truth of our. state- 
ments that these two conversatieps were hover recorded. In fact there is no 
affirmative evidence to the contrary. 1 believe that when the C<mrt con 
its evaluation of the testimony and docttmentary evidence, public dpubt on this 
issue will be completely and satisfactorily removed. 

In the meantime, I believe it important to make a statement about this 
proCeadittg so that ndsebheeptions about tM matter do not persiat simply 
bechUsa ceftain basic facts are not presented to the American public. 

First, the Senate Select Committee did hot subpoena the substauce of the two 
unrecorded conversations. Tluit material was requested only by the Special 
Prosecutor, and the Court, who beUeved the substance of nine presidehtial . 
conversations was necessary for comp letioh of the Watergate investigation. 

complying fully with the Federal Court decision. In seven of nine 
instances, the actual recording of Hie conversation is being subznitted, this 
includes 5 Conversadione in which John Dean participated -- September 15, 

1972, March 13, 1973. two on March 21, 1973, one 6a Ktorch 22, 1973. For 
all nine conirersations covered by the subpoena, such contemporaneous notes 
and memoranfla as were made of the 'conversations are beiiig provided in 
accordance With the Court ’order. 

Before discussing Uxese matters, the issue of When and why the recorded 
cottversatioiBs Were Ustened to by me, and by others On my behslf. Should he 
placed in chrottologdcal perspective. 

On June 4, 1973, I listened to the tape recordings of a number' of conversations 
I had with John' Dean in Order to refresh my nCemory of those discussions. All 
of the conversations to which I Ustened thal day had token prior to 
h^rch 21, 1973. My purpose in reviewiikjg the recordings of my conversations 
with Mr. Dean was to confirm my recollection that he bad noA reported certain 
facts to me prior to Marqh 21, 1973. InTate ilprll,; 1973, I asked H.R. 
Haldeman to listen and report on the conversation of March 21/ 1973, in which 
he had been present for a subetantiat portion of time. My primary purpose 
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in having Mr. Haldeman listen to this tape was to confirm my recollection 

that March 21, 1973, was the date on which John Dean had first reported certain 
facts to me. 



There had been rumors and reports to the contrary -- one of them suggesting 
that John Dean and I had met 30 or 40 times to discuss Watergate -- and I 
wanted to refresh my recollection as to what was the precise and entire truth. 

On September 29, 1973, I began a review of the tape recordings subpoenaed by 
the Special Prosecutor for the grand jury and by the Senate Select Committee. 
The reason was it had been my deliberate intention to litigate the matter up to 
the Supreme Court, if necessary, to protect the right of confidentiality and 
the related principle of separation of powers. By late September, however, I 
had come to the conclusion that the national interest would be better served by 
a reasonable compromise. 

Thus, in late September, I began to consider various approaches which led 
to what has come to be known as the "Stennis Compromise" -- turning over to 
both the Senate Committee and the Court the full substance of the relevant 
recorded conversations, leaving the verification of the precision and accuracy 

0 that substance to Senator Stennis. That compromise offer, accepted by the 

enate Committee Chairman and Vice Chairman, proved unacceptable to the 
Special Prosecutor. 

during this process that I first became aware of the possibility that two 
of the ten conversations in question had not been recorded. 

1 proceeded with a review of the eight recorded conversations and subsequently 

^ further search for recordings of the two conversations in question 
an an investigation into the circumstances which caused the conversations 

not to be recorded. The search and investigation were not finally completed 
until October 27. ^ ^ 



One of the conversations for which no recording could be found was a four- 
^nute telephone call I made to John Mitchell on the evening of June 20, 1972. 

e only telephone calls which were recorded in the residence of the White 
House were those made in the Lincoln Sitting Room which I use as an office, 
ielephone conversations in the family quarters have never been recorded 
“Administration. The telephone call with John Mitchell was one 
a made on the telephone in the family quarters just before going in to dinner, 

and consequently it was not recorded. 



y conversation with John Dean on Sunday evening, v^pril 15, 1973, was not , 
recor ed because the tape on the recording machine for my Executive Office 
ui ing office was used up and ran out earlier in the day. The tape which was 
ntne operating recorder on Sunday, ^pril 15, 1973, contains recordings of the 
onversations in my Executive Office Building office on Saturday, April 14, 
lyj. It also contains a portion of the first conversation I had in that office on 
,, 3^' 1973, which was with attorney General Kleindienst. During 

NoJ^ni,ally» I see very few people in my. 

Anril^ir^^ ^ Building office on the weekends. However, on the weekend of 
P 14 and 15, the activity in my Executive Office Building office was unusual 

ing of^AonT^f reports made to me by my staff early in the morn- 

during thP d lengthy discussions with staff members . 

intern.H Executive Office Building. In.addition, 

National ' eve opments required a lengthy meeting with my Assistant for 
National Security Affairs late that morning. 

I began another aeries o£ meetings in my Executive 
Atmrn.vT * , P- The first meeting was with 

the evenine'"'*^ n, Thereafter the meetings continued until late in 

not meet It* u “''PW"” “ break of about two hours for dinner. 1 did 

the Unfor h "’r** o'clock that evening. S nee 

he tape on the recorder for my Executive Office Building office had run out 

(MORE) 




my afternoon meeting with Atjkorney General Kleindien&t, the Dean 
zneotiag: was not recorded, o i, a. ; /<' 

It .be pointed put that |h© iGiOurt order calla for evidentiary materials 

«uch as notesf aad. mie in addition to recordings of specified , 

conversations. The Court order spells out a detailed procedure for turning 
I = for Judge Si^ca’s private, r In recent days . in an 

I effort to locate materials for the Court, a diligent search has .been made 
-~>-for materials that might shed further light on the substance of the conversa- 
tiohs in Question, including unrecorded conversations with John 
Iidltcheil on June 20, 1972, and with John Deam on the.evening of April 15, 

1973. 

Unce I have been in office, I haye maintained a, personal diary file which 
consists of notes which 1 have personally taken during meetings and of dictation 
which I, record recollections,, . The;.dictatioa be^ts and n are 

placed in my personal diary file by my secretary. They are sealed under 
specific instructions that they not be transcribed. 

In the course of searching my personal diary files, I have located a dictation 
l>clt tl»t li^dictat.ed.at. 8;3Q, p, m. on June 2.0, 1972, on .whicb, among .other 
activities of the- day, I referred to a telephone call .with John Mitchell. The 

to the .conversation, with John. Mitchell will be 
submitted , to,, the Court, v '' .. I, 

We have alao located the dictation , be It of m recollections of the cpuyensations 
4h,Questic>n for 197d» a^nd the. .relevant portions of these recollections , 

tPgether wifh fhe aptuaL recordings of the conyersations, of course,, will also 

b® ^®bb^ftted to the Court in compliance with ita order* 

^ Over the weekend of November 4 and 5, 1973, upon checking my personal 
4iary file fpr April 15, ^ to locate informatiph';to be produced in accor- 

* dance Wfth the C I found that my file. for that day consists of 

personal notes of the conversation held with John Pean the evening of April 15, 
1973, but not a dictation belt. My original handwritten notes, made during 

. with Jphn Pean on. the evening of April .15, .1.973, will be, submitted 

to the Court. ' ’ ' j 

On June 11, 1973, the Special Prosecutor repuested a tape of a conversation 
I had with John Dean on April 15, 1973, (which I had previously offered to 
let Assistant Attorney General Petersen hear). 

As has been pointed out, my personal diary file consists of notes of conver- 
sations and dictation belts of recollections, and I believed in June that I had 
dictated my recollections of April 15, 1973, of conversations which occurred 
on that day. The response to the Special Prosecutor made on June 16, 1973, 
referred to such a dictation belt. At that time, however, 1 did not review my 
file to confirm that it contained the belt. 

I have made a diligent search for other evidentiary materials that might shed 
light on the substance of my conversation with John Dean on the evening of 
April 15, 1973. Other than my contemporaneous notes of that meeting 
mentioned above, I have found no such evidence. However, I did meet with 
John Dean on Monday, April 16, 1973, on two occasions. The first was in 
the morning in the Oval Office; the second was in the afternoon in the 
Executive Office Building office. This was my final meeting with Mr. Dean 
before he left the White House staff. Both of these conversations were 
recorded on the White House recording system. I recently reviewed the 
recordings of these conversations. A comparison of my notes of the April 15, 
1973, meeting and the recording of the conversation with Mr. Dean on the 
morning of April 16, 1973, shows both conversations covered much the same 
subject matter. There are references throughout the conversation on the 
morning of April 16 to the conversation held th& evemi 3 |g bofore. 
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I shall voluntarily submit to the Court, under the procedures applicable to 
recordings of conversations already covered by the Court order, these 
recordings of my two conversations with John Dean on April 16, 1973. 

In addition, as stated above and consistent with the Court order, the Court 
will be provided with: - ; ; . . „ 

<1) The portion of the dictation belt containing my recollection of 
the June 20, 1972 conversation with Mr. Mitchell. 

(2) The portion of the dictation belt of my recollections of the 
meetings with Mr. Dean on March 21, 1973. 

(3) I Contemporaneous notes frorh the April 15, 1973 conversation 

v,rith Mr. Dean. 

(4) All other materials covered by the Court order. 

I have also authorized my Counsel to make' available to the Court certain tape 
recordings not covered by the Court order to assist the Court in verifying that 
the two conversations in question Were not recorded. The additional tape 
recordings to be provided are (a) the full reel of telephone recordings 
covering the period of June 20, 1972, and (b) the two reels of tape which 
were on the recorders for my Executive Office Building office on April 15, , 
1973. Thi.s will permit the Court to check the sequence of the conversations 
against my daily logs of meetings and telephone conversations already provided 
to the Court, and thus further demonstrate that' the Mitchell and Dean conver- 
sations in question were not recorded. 

I have also agreed that a group of Court-approved- independent experts employ- 
ing the most advanced' technological methods ehall examine all tapes ih 
question for any evidence of alterations to the tapes'. 

It is my hope that these steps will clear up this aspect of the Watergate matter 
once and for all. 
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